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November 25, 2005

FCC, Office of the Secretary
445 12" Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: FY 2004 Southern Westchester BOCES eChalk LLC Appeal CC Docket No. 02-6 |
471 Application Number 411754 & 416280, Billed Entity Number 123677

To Whom it May Concem:

Based upon the Schools & Libraries Division Administrators Decision on Appeal dated September
30, 2005 for Southern Westchester BOCES we believe there is basis for further examination of
Southem Westchester BOCES Funding Year 2004 471 Applications 411754 and 416280.

This is an appeal of the Funding Year 2004 Funding Commitment Decision Letters for Southern
Westchester BOCES 471 Application Numbers 411754 & 41628 dated April 18, 2005 and the
Administrators Decision of Appeal dated September 30, 2005. The E-rate funding was denied on
both applications for the same reason; “The estimated charge was changed to reflect the
documentation provided by the applicant. The dollars requested were reduced to remove the
ineligible eChalk services. A substantial number of LOAs provided did not show your authority to
purchase the services in the funding request.”

Enclosed in this appeal are the documents that validate Southern Westchester BOCES authority
to apply for Erate discounts for eChalk services on tehalf of its member districts. Therefore,
Southern Westchester BOCES is requesting an FCC review of the appeal decision based on the
arguments herein. The SLD’s funding denial decisions should be reversed, and full funding
shoull be granted. Thank you for reviewing this appeal.

Resgectfully Submitted,

President !

PO Box 451, Syracuse, NY 132086,
Tel) 315422 760, Fax) 866.283.9332
sld@erateexchange.com

CC:  Ms. Meghan Clark -~ eChalk LLC
Mr. Torrence Robinson - eChalk LLC
Mr. Michael Stepkoski — Southern Westchester BOCES
Ms. Mary Lynn Collins — Southern Wesichester BOCES

Enclosures:

Exhibit 1 - Funding Commitment Decision Letters for Form 471 applications 411754 and 416280
Exhibit 2 - Letter of Appeal to the SLD from SW BOCES, dated June 16, 2005 Letter of Agency
Exhibit 3 ~ Administrator's Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2004-2005

Exhibit 4 — SW BOCES Contract for Cooperative Educational Services State of New York
Exhibit 5 — SW BOCES Letters of Agency

FO Box 451 T 888.522 8096
Syracuse, New York 13206 F 866.283.9332 www.erateexchange.com
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20554
IN THE MATTER OF: ) RECEIVED & INSPECTED
SOUTHERN WESTCHESTER ; CC Docket No. 02-6 NGV 9 8 2005
BOCES )
Request for Review FCC - MAILROOM

The Southern Westchester BOCES (SW BOCES) respectfully requests the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) review and overturn the funding denial decisions of
the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD) of the Universal Service Administrative
Company (USAC.) The SW BOCES specitically appeals the April 19, 2005 funding
denial of 471 applications 411754 and 416280 in the combined amount of $354.736.57.
See Exhibit 1: Funding Commitment Decision Leiters for Form 471 applications 411754
and 416280, The SW BOCES submitted an initial appeal to the SL.D asking for a
reversal of the funding denial decision on June 6. 2005.. That appeal was denied via a
letter from the “*Administrator” dated September 30, 2003, thus the reason for this

Request for Review to the FCC.

Summary:

In both funding commitment decision lfetters, the reason for denial is the same:

“The estimated charge was changed to reflect the documentation provided by the
applicant. The dollars requested were reduced to remove the ineligible eChalk
services. A substantial number of LOAs provided did not show your authority to

purchase the services in the funding request.”

The SW BOCES appeal to the SLD clearly stated evidence and arguments as to why we
believe this decision was made in error and should be overturned. See Exhibit 2: Letter
of Appeal to the SLD from the SW BOCES. dated June 16, 2005, The SW BOCES is

requesting an FOC review of the appeal denial based on the following arguments:

1. The Administrator’s Decision on Appeal letter, dated September 30, 2005, did

not justity the reason for the appeal denial, in fact. the letter inaccurately



describes the reason for the original funding denial. and then bases the appeal
denial on that inaccurate statement. (See Exhibit 3: Administrator s Decision

on Appeal - Funding Year 2004-2003). 1t states:

“The SI.D denied your application because you failed to provide proof of
your authorization to represent all entities for which services were sought
and/or proot of their membership in the consortium. In your appeal. you
did not show that the SLD’s determination was incorrect. Consequently.

vour appeal is denied”

This statement is clearly incorrect. The SW BOCES application was NOT denied
because ol the failure to provide [LOAs for all entities in the consortium,
according to the SLLD’s own letter, it was denied because a “substantial number of
[LOAs provided did not show your authority to purchase the services in the
funding request.” (See Exhibit 1) The SW BOCES original letter of appeal to the
SLD addresses this issue solely. as this was the stated reason why the applications

were denied.

The SW BOCES and eChalk have spent time and resources to clearly state the
reasons why we disagree with the funding denial, and to go through this lengthy
appeal process. To have the appeal denied based on clearly erroneous information
is not only a waste of our valuable resources, but is extremely discouraging for

two very active and long time participants in the Erate program.

The guidance on the SLD’s web site specifically states that LOAs are not the only
vehicle that a consortium can use to establish the authority to purchase services on
behalf of a consortium member. The language on the SLD’s website specifically

reads:

“The authorized person on the Form 471 — the person whose signature
appears in the Form 471 Ttem 34 — certifies that he or she is the person

authorized to submit and certify to the accuracy of the application. This



person must be authorized to represent any and all of the entitics for which
discounts are sought in the funding requests featured on the application.
During its review of the Form 471, the SL.D may require copies of the
documentation that confirms this person’s authorization to represent all of

the entities featured on the Form 471.

The evidence that establishes this authorization — and therefore, that
establishes the relationship between the authorized person and the entities
featured on the form — is gencrally a Letter of Agency (LOA). A Letter
ol Agency (LOA) is most commonly signed by consortium members and
keptoon file by their consortium leader to verify their knowledge of their
membership and participation in the consortium. Other vehicles to
establish this authorization could be a project agreement, a contract, a

letter agreement, or other similar document. ~

The SW BOCES clearly has that authority vested in them via one of the above
referenced “other vehicles.” Namely. a contract with the State of NY. (See¢ Exhibit
4: SW BOCES Contract For Cooperative Educational Services State of NY)
Theretore. the LOAs should not have been required in the first place. The SW
BOCELES went ahead and obtained LOAs from each of its member districts as a
safeguard. For details of the roles and responsibilities of the SW BOCES as it

pertains to purchasing services on behalt of its members, please refer to Exhibit 2.

3. The SW BOCES obtained fully executed Letters of Agency from each
consortium member prior to filing its form 471. (See Exhibit 5: SW BOCES
Letters of Agency) The Letters of Agency provide clear and concise evidence of
consortium membership and the authority conferred by consortium members to
the SW BOCES to file appropriate FCC forms secking Erate discounts. There is
no dispute about whether or not the SW BOCES obtained an LOA from each
district on whose behalf it filed the Form 471 application. The SW BOCES
produced cach and every letter for the entities included in the consortium Form

471 applications,



We believe that the SW BOCES had complete authority to file for discounts on
eligible eChalk services for the school district members it listed in its Erate
application. This authority to file applications is possessed independently by
virtue of the contracting authority vested in it by the state of NY. (See Exhibir 2:
Letter of Appeal to the SLD from the Erate Exchange, on behalf of the SW
BOCES, duted June 16, 2005.) We respectfully request that the FCC review our

original arguments outlined in our original appeal.

Furthermore, the issue at hand is not whether the SW BOCES had obtained fully
executed Letters of Agency from its consortium members, but rather did those
letters provided sufficient authorization to the SW BOCES to file the Erate
applications for eChalk services. FCC regulations detail the requirements for the
Universal service Support for Schools and Libraries beginning in47 C.F. R
54.500. Beyond granting consortia the ability to apply for Erate funds, the
codified regulations require no specific elements to be included in a Letter of
Agency. In the Project Interconnect opinion, the FCC mandates no specific
information components that must be required in a Letter of Agency other than
insuring that a consortium member has authorized the consortium leader to apply

for Erate discounts on behalf of the members.

The SW BOCES" Letter of Agency confirms that each consortium member has
authorized the SW BOCES to apply for Erate discounts on behalf of the member
organization. The LOA’s specifically authorize the SW BOCES to submit FCC
forms 470 and F'CC forms 471 and “other Erate forms™ to the SLD on behalf of
that consortium member. Furthermorc. the SW BOCES was acting in good faith
with its consortium members to purchase valuable services at a discount through

the Erate program.

It appears as though the SLD’s guidance on what language needs to be included in
an LOA is much more specific than the FCC codified regulations. The SLD"s
guidance requires specific information components be included in an LOA in

order for the SLID to consider that LOA as valid. Therefore the SLD is going



beyond its charter of administering FCC rules and is engaging in its own
policymaking that goes beyond what is clearly stated in the FCC orders and
regulations. USAC and the SLD were specifically created to administer the rules
and regulations gencrated by the FCC, not to develop its own rules and
regulations. This has been an ongoing problem with the Erate program and
contributes to the lack of clarity of the many rules and regulations. In this
particular case, the SLD has gone far beyond the requirements created by the

FCC, and has prescribed much more stringent rules.
Conclusion:

Not only arc the SW BOCES letters of agency completely sufficient to show that its
consortium members are authorizing the SW BOCES to file Erate forms on behalt of
members based on FCC codified regulations, but, as clearly stated in the SW BOCES®

original appeal. that authority already exists via NY State law, independent of any LOAs.

The SW BOCES has obtained and provided here the appropriate documents to provide
evidence of its authority to apply for Erate discounts for eChalk services on behalt of its
member districts. The SLD’s funding denial decisions should be reversed, and full

funding should be granted.

Respectfully Submitted.

Shari Dwver

President

Erate Exchange, LLC

PO Box 451

Syracuse. NY 13206

Tel: 315-422-7608

Fax: 806-283-9332

E: sldiegerateexchange.com



Eoig 471 Application Number, and the Billed Entity Number from the top of your
etter.

3. When exglaining ¥our aﬁpeal, copy the language or text from the Funding Commitment
Report that is at the heart of Yyour appeal, fo allow_the SLD to more readllz
understang your appeal and respond appropriately. Please keep your letter to the
point, and provide documentation to support your appeal. Be sure to keep copies
of your correspondence and documentation.

4. Provide an authorized signature on your letter of appeal.

If you are submitting Kqug appeal on gaper please send your apgeal to: Letter of Apgeal,
Schools and Libraries Division, Box 125 - Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road,
Whippany, NJ 07981, Additional options for filing an appeal can be found in the "Appeals
Procedure" posted in the Reference Area of the SLD web site or by contacting the Client
Service Bureau. We encourage the use of either the e-mail or fax filing options.

While we encourage you to resolve your agpeal with the SLD first, you have the option
of filing an appeal directly with the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). ou
should refer to CC Docket No. 02-6 on the first page of gour appeal to the FCC. Your
appeal must be received by the FCC or postmarked within B0 days of the above date on
this letter. Failure to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismissal of
{our aggeal. If you are submitting Xour agpeal via United States Postal Service, sent
to; FCC, Office of the Secretary, 445 12th Street SW, Washington, DC 20554. Further
information and options for filing an appeal d1rectl¥ with the FC¢ can be found in the
"Appeals Procedure" posted in the Reference Area of the SLD web site or by contacting

the Client Service Bureau. We strongly recommend that you use either the e-mail or
fax filing options.

NOTICE ON RULES AND FUNDS AVAILABILITY

Agplicants' receipt of funding commitments is contingent on their compliance with all
statutory, regulatory, and procedural requirements of the Schools and Libraries Universal
Service Support Mechanism. Aggllcants who have received fundlng commitments continue

to be subject to audits and other reviews that USAC and/or the FCC may undertake
periodically to assure that funds that have been committed are being used in accordance
with all such requirements., The S5LD may be required to reduce or cancel fundlng
commitments that were not issued in accordance with such requirements, whether due to
action or inaction, including but not limited to that by the SLD, the applicant, or the
service provider. The SLD, and other appropriate authorities (including but nof limited
to USAC and the FCC), may pursue enforcement actions and other means of recourse to
collect erraneou51Y.élsbu:sed funds, The tlmlng of payment of invoices may alsc be
affected by the availability of funds based on the amount of funds collected from
contributing telecommunications companies.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

FCDL/Schools and Libraries Division/USAC Page 2 of 5 04/19/2005




A GUIDE TO THE FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

A report for each E-rate funding request from {our application is attached to this
letter. We are providing the following definitions for the items in that report.

EOR¥h47éL%PPLICATION NUMBER: The unique identifier assigned to a Form 471 application
Y the .

FUNDING REQUEST NUMBER iFRN): A Funding Reguest Number is assigned by the SLD to each
Block 5 of 'your Form 471 once an applicatién has been processed. This number is used
to report to apgllcants and service providers the status of individual funding requests
submitted on a Form 471.

FUNDING STATUS: Each FRN will have one of the following definitions:

1. An ERN that is "Funded" is approved at the level that the SLD determined
is appropriate for this FRN, The funding level will generally be the level
requested unless the SLD determines during the application review process that
some adjustment is appropriate.

2. An FRN that is "Not Funded" is one for which no funds were committed. The
reason for the decisign will be briefly explained in the "Funding Commitment
Decision Explanation.” An FRN may be "Not Funded” because the raquest does not
cogpl; with program rules, or because the total amount of funding available for
this Funding Year was insufficient to fund all requests.

3. An ERN that is "As Yet Unfunded" reflects a temporar{ status that is assigned to
an FRN when the SLD is uncertain at the time the letter is generated whether
there will be sufficient funds to make commitments for_ requests for Internal
Connections at a particular discount level, For example, if your application
included requests for discounts on both Telecommunications Services and Internal
Connections, you might receive a letter with funding commitments for your .
Telecommunxca{ions ervices fupding requests and a message thatugour nternal Connection
requests are "As Yet Unfunded." You would receive one or more subsequent letters
redarding the funding decision on your Internal Connections requests.

SERVICES ORDERED: The type of service ordered from the service provider, as shown on
your Form 471.

SPIN (Service Provider Identification Number): A unique number assigned by the
Universal Service Administrative Company to service providers seekihg payment from
the Universal Service Fund for gart1c1pat1ng in the universal service support

e

mechan%sms. A SPIN is also used to verify delivery of services and to arrange for
payment.

SERVICE PROVIDER NAME: The legal name of the service provider.

CONTRACT NUMBER: The number of the contract between the eligible party and the
serv1ge prggider. This will be present only if a contract number was provided on
your Form .

BILLING ACCOUNT NUMBER: The account number that your service provider has established

with you for billing purposes. This will be present only if a Billing Account Number

was provided on your Form 471.

SERVICE START DATE: The date services were reported to start for this FRN on your Form 471.

CONTRACT EXPIRATION DATE: The date the contract expires., This will be present only
if a contract expiration date was provided on your Form 471.

SITE IDENTIFIER: The Entity Nquer listed in Form 471, Block 5, Item 22a. This will be
present only for "site specific" FRNs.

ANNUAL PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT FOR ELIGIBLE RECURRING CHARGES: Eligible monthly
pre-discount amount approved for recurrlng_charges multiplied by number of months
of recurring service approved for the funding year.

ANNUAL PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT FOR ELIGIBLE NON-RECURRING CHARGES: Annual eligible
non-recurring charges approved for the funding year.

PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT: Amount in Form 471, Block 5, Item 231, as determined through
the application review process.

FCDL/Schools and Libraries Division/USAC Page 3 of 5 04/19/2005




DISCOUNT PERCENTAGE APPROVED BY THE S1D: The discount rate that the SLD has
approved for this service.

FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISION: This represents the total amount of funding that the SLD
has reserved to reimburse your service provider for the approved discounts for this
service for this funding year. It is important that you and your service provider
both recognize that the SLD should be invoiced and the SLD may direct disbursement
of discounts only for eligible, approved services actually rendered.

FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISION EXPLANATION: This entry provides an explanation of the
amount, in the "Funding Commitment Decision.

FCDL/Schools and Libraries Division/USAC Page 4 of 5 04/19/2005




M% A i
=, Universal Service Administrative Company
S Schools & Libraries Division

FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISION LETTER
(Funding Year 2004: 07/01/2004 - 06/30/2005)

April 19, 2005

Shari Dwyer

SOUTHERN WESTCHESTER BOCES
PO Box 451

Syracuse, NY 13206

Re: Form 471 Application Number: 411754
Funding Year 2004: 07/01/2004 - 06/30/2005
Billed Entity Number: 123677
Applicant’'s Form Identifier: 04SWEchalk

Thank you for your Funding Year 2004 E-rate application and for any assistance you
?rovided throughout our review. Here is the current status of the funding request(s)
eatured in the Funding Commitment Report at the end of this letter.

- The amount, $298,634.74 is "Denied.”™

Please refer to the Funding Commitment Report on the page following this letter for
specific funding request decisions and explanations.

The Important Reminders and Deadlines immediately preceding this letter are provided
to assist you throughout the application process.

NEXT STEPS

- Review technology planning approval requirements

- Reyiew CIPA Requirements

- File Form 486 _

- Invoice the SLD using the Form 474 (service providers) or Form 472 (Billed Entity)

FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

On the Tages following this letter, we have provided a Funding Commitment Report for the
Form 471 application cited above. The enclosed report includes a list of the Funding
Request N er(s) (FRNs) from your application. The SLD is also sending this information
to your service provider(s) so preparations can be made to begin implementing your E-rate
discount(s) after you file your Form 486. Immediately preceding the Funding Commitment
Report, you will find a guide that provides a definition for each line of the Report.

TO APPEAL THIS DECISION:

If you wish to agEeal the decision indicated in this letter, your appeal must be
received by the SLD or postmarked withing 60 days of the date of this letter. Failure
to meet this re%uirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal. In your
letter of appeal:

1. Include the name, address, teleghone number, fax number, and e-mail address
(if available) for the person who can most readily discuss this appeal with us.

2. State outright that your letter is an appeal. Identify which Funding Commitment
Decision(s) you are appealing. Indicate the relevant funding year and the date
of the FCDL. Your letter of appeal must also include the Billed Entity Name, the

Box 125 - Correspondence Unit, B0 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, New Jersey, 07981
Visit us online at: www.sL.universalservice.org



http://www.sl.universalsence.org

FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

Form 471 Application Number: 411754 ]
Funding Request Number: 1129562 Funding Status: Not Funded
Services Ordered: Internet Access

SPIN: 143020189 Service Provider Name: eChalk, L.L.C.
Contract Number:

Billing Account Number: N/A

Service Start Date: 07/01/2004

Contract Expiration Date: 06/30/2005

Annual Pre-discount Amount for Eligible Recurring Charges: $590

531
Annual Pre-discount Amount for Eligible Non-recurring Charges: $103
Pre-discount Amount: $694,499_40

Discount Pergentage Approved by the SLD: N/A )
Funding Commitment Decision: $0.00 - Unauth. Consortium Meabers

4
9

[

0
68.00

Funding Commitment Decision Explanation: The estimated charge was changed to reflect
the documentation grov1ded by the applicant. The dollars requested were reduced to

remove the ineligi
show your authority to purchase the services in this FR.

FCDL/Schools and Libraries Division/USAC Page 5 of 5
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ki

Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISION LETTER
(Funding Year 2004: 07/01/2004 - 06/30/2005)

April 19, 2005

Shari Dwyer

SOUTHERN WESTCHESTER BOCES
PC Box 451

Syracuse, NY 13206

Re: Form 471 Application Number: 416280
Funding Year 2004: 07/01/2004 - 06/30/2005
Billed Entity Number: 123677
Applicant's Form Identifier: 04SWNyackEchalk

Thank you for your Funding Year 2004 E-rate application and for any assistance you
grovided throughout our review. Here is the current status of the funding request(s)
eatured in the Funding Commitment Report at the end of this letter.

- The amount, $17,171.25 is "Denied."

Pleage refer to the Funding Commitment Report on the page following this letter for
specific funding request decisions and explanations.

The Important Reminders and Deadlines immediately preceding this letter are provided
to assist you throughout the application process.

NEXT STEPS

Review t.echnology planning approval requirements

Review CIPA Requirements

File Form 486 .
Invoice the SLD using the Form 474 (service providers) or Form 472 {Billed Entity)

FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

On the Yages following this letter, we have provided a Funding Commitment Report for the
Form 47 apglication cited above. The enclosed report includes a list of the Funding
Request Number(s) (FRNs) from your application. The SLD is also sending thiz information
to your service provider(s) so preparations can be made to begin implementing your E-rate
discount(s) after you file your Form 486. Immediately preceding the Funding Commitment
Report, you will find a guide that provides a definition for each line of the Report.

TO APPEAL THIS DECISION:

If you wish to aggeal the decision indicated in this letter, your appeal must be
received by the SLD or postmarked withing 60 days of the date of this letter. Failure
to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismissal of your appeal. In your
letter of appeal:

1. Include the name, address, telephone number, fax number, and e-mail address
(if available) for the person who can most readily discuss this appeal with us.

2. State outright that your letter is an appeal. Identify which Funding Commitment
Decision(s) you are appealing. Indicate the relevant funding year and the date
of the FCDL.  Your letter of appeal must also include the Billed Entity Name, the

Box 125 — Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road, Whippany, New Jersey, 07981
Visit us online at: www.sl.universalservice.org
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Eoig 471 Application Number, and the Billed Entity Number from the top of your
etter.

3. When explaining {our agpeal, copy the language or text from the Funding Commitment
Report that is at the heart of your appeal, fo_allowy the SLD to more read11¥
understand your appeal and respond appropriately. Please keep your letter to the
point, and provide documentation to support your appeal. Be sure to keep copies
of your correspondence and documentation.

4. Provide an authorized signature on your letter of appeal.

If you are submitting Bgug appeal on paper, please send your apgeal to: Letter of Apgeal,
Schools and Libraries Division, Box 125 - Correspondence Unit, B0 South Jefferson Road,
Whippany, NJ 07981, Additional options for filing an appeal can be found in the "Appeals
Procedure” posted in the Reference Area of the SLD web site or by contactlng the Client
Service Bureau. We encourage the use of aither the e-mail or fax filing options.

While we encourage you to resolve gour agpeal with the SLD first, you have the cption
of filing an appeal directly with the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). ou
should refer to CC Docket No. 02-6 on the first page of your appeal to the FCC. Your
appeal must be received by the FCC or postmarked within B0 days of the above date on
this letter. Failure to meet this requirement will result in" automatic dismissal of
{our aggeal. If you are submitt1ng4zour agpeal via United States Postal Service, sent
to: FCC, Office of the Secretary, 5 12th Street SW, Washington, DC 20554. Further
information and options for filing an appeal dlrectlg with the FCC can be found in the
"Appeals Procedure” posted in the Reference Area of the SLD web site or by contacting
the Client Service Bureau. We strongly recommend that you use either the e-mail or
fax filing options.

NOTICE ON RULES AND FUNDS AVAILABILITY

Applicants' receipt of funding commitments is contingent on their compliance with all
sgatutorg, requlatory, and procedural requirements of the Schools and Libraries Universal
Service Support Mechanism. Aggllcantg who haye received fundlng conmitments continue

to be subject to audits and other reviews that USAC and/or the ECC may undertake
periodically to assure that funds that have been committed are being used in accordance
with all such requirements, The SLD may be required to reduce or cancel fundlng
commitments that were not issued in accordance with such requirements, whether due to
action or inaction, including but not limited to that by the SLD, the.appllcant£ or the
service provider. The SLD, and other appropriate authorities (including but not limited
to USAC and the FCC), may pursue enforcement actions and other means of recourse to
collect erroneously disbursed funds. The tlmlng of payment of invoices may also be
affected by the availability of funds based on the amount of funds collected from
contributing telecommunications companies.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

FCDL/Schools and Libraries Division/USAC Page 2 of 5 0441972005




A GUIDE TO THE FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

A report for each E-rate funding request from your application is attached to this
letter. We are providing the fgllowing definizions ?gr the items in that report.

EgRghgTQL%PPLICATION NUMBER: The unique identifier assigned to a Form 471 application

FUNDING REQUEST NUMBER (FRN): A Funding Reguest Number is i d by the SLD
Block 5 onyour Form 47{ onge an appligatigg has been procggg;g?e Th¥s nﬁmber Eg 32:3

to report to applicants and service provide tatus indivi i
submitted on apgorm il P rs the s of individual funding requests

FUNDING STATUS: Each FRN will have one of the following definitions:

1. An FRN that is "Funded" is approved at the level that the SLD determined
is appropriate for this FRN. The funding level will generally be the level
requested unless the SLD determines during the application review process that
some adjustment is appropriate.

2. An FRN that is "Not Funded" is one for which no funds were committed. The
reason for the decisign will be briefly explained in the "Funding Commitment
Decision Explanation.” An FRN may be "Not Funded" because the request does not
compl¥ with program rules, or because the total amount of funding available for
this Funding Year was insufficient to fund all regquests.

3. An FRN that is "As Yet Unfunded" reflects a temporar{ status that is agsigned to
an FRN when the SLD is uncertain at the time the letter is ¢generated whether
there will be sufficient funds to make commitments for requests for Internal
Connections at a particular discount level, For egamgle, if your application
included requests for discounts on both Telecommunications Services and Internal
Connections, you might receive a letter with funding commitments for your .
Telecommunlcagions ervices fupding requests and a message that your Internal Connection
requests are "As Yet Unfunded.” You would receive one or more subsequent letters
regarding the funding decision on your Internal Connections requests.

SERVICES ORDERED: The type of service ordered from the service provider, as shown on
your Form 471.

SPIN (Service Provider Identification Number): A unique number assigned by the
Universal Service Administrative Company to service providers seeking payment from
the Universal Service Fund for art1c1pat1ng in the universal service support
mechan%sms. A SPIN is alsoc used to verify delivery of services and to arrange for
payment .

SERVICE PROVIDER NAME: The legal name of the service provider.

CONTRACT NUMBER: The number of the contract between the eligible party and the
service prggider. This will be present only if a contract number was provided on
your Fornm .

BILLING ACCOUNT NUMBER: The account number that your service provider has established
with you for billing Eurposes. This will be prezent only if a Billing Account Number
was provided on your Form 471.

SERVICE START DATE: The date services were reported to start for this FRN on your Form 471.
CONTRACT EXPIRATION DATE: The date the contract expires. This will be present only

if a contract expiration date was provided on your Form 471

SITE IDENTIFIER: The Entity Numper listed in Form 471, Block 5, Item 22a. This will be
present only for "site specific” ERNs.

ANNUAL PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT FOR ELIGIBLE RECURRING CHARGES: Eligible monthly
pre-discount amount approved for recurring charges multiplied gy number of months
of recurring service approved for the funding year.

ANNUAL PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT FOR ELIGIBLE NON-RECURRING CHARGES: Annual eligible

non-recurring charges approved for the funding year.

PRE-DISCOUNT AMOUNT: Amount in Form 471, Block 5, Item 23I, as determined through
the application review process.

FCDL/Schools and Libraries Division/USAC Page 3 of 5 04/19/2005




DISCOUNT PERCENTAGE APPROVED BY THE SLD: The discount rate that the SLD has
approved for this service.

FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISION: This represents the total amount of funding that the SLD
has reserved to reimburse your service provider for the approved discounts for this
service for this funding {ear. It is important that you ahd your service provider
both recognize that the_ SLD should be invoiced and the SLD may direct disbursement

of discounts only for eligible, approved services actually rendered.

FUNDING COMMITMENT DECISION EXPLANATION: This entry provides an explanation of the
amount. in the "Funding Commitment Decision.
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FUNDING COMMITMENT REPORT

Form 471 Application Number: 416280 )

Funding Request Number: 1144427 Funding Status: Not Funded

Serviceés QOrdered: Internet Access ]

SPIN: 143020189 Service Provider Name: eChalk, L.L.C.

Contract Number:

Billing Account Number: N/A

Servicé Start Date: 07/01/2004

Contract Expiration Date: 06/30/2005 ]

Annual Pre-discount Amount for Eligible Recurring Charges: $25,080.00

Annual Pre-discount Amount for Eligible Non-recurring Charges: $9,262.50
Pre-discount Amount: $34,342.50

Discount Pergentage Approved bg the SLD: N/A .

Funding Commitmenft Decision: $0.00 - Unauth. Consortium Members

Funding Commitment Decision Explanation: The dollars requested were reduced to remove
the ineligible eChalk services, A substantial number of the Letters of Agency )
provided K the consortium leader do not show your authority to purchase the services
in this FRN on behalf of the entity (ies) listed in Block 4.
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Juhe 16, 2005

Letter of Appeal

Schools and Libraries Division
Box 125 — Correspondence Unit
80 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, NJ 07981

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of the following entities;

Blind Brook School District Mount Pleasant Cottage School
Dobbs Ferry School District District

Edgemont School District New Rochelle School District
Garrison School District Nyack School District
Haverstraw Stony Point (North Rockland Peekskill School District

School District) Port Chester School District
Katonah School District Southern Westchester BOCES
Mount Pleasant School District eChalk LLC

I am submitting this letter of appeal regarding denial of E-rate FY 2004 funding request for
eChalk services on the grounds that the LOA did not show the SW BOCES' authority for
purchasing eChalk services on behalf of the above named districts. The details of the FCDL
denial are below:

Applicant Name: Southern Westchester BOCES
471 Application Numbers: 411754, 416280

Billed Entity Number ; 123677

FRN: 1129562, 1144427

SLD Explanation for denial:

“The estimated charge was changed to reflect the documentation provided by the applicant. The
dollars requested were reduced to remove the ineligible eChalk services. A substantial number
of LOA’s provided do not show your authority to purchase the services in the funding Request.”

L. Issue
The issue in this case boils down simply to this:

Whether Southern Westchester BOCES (“SW BOCES™) had authority to file tor
discounts on (cligible) eChalk services for the school district members it listed as
consortium members in its E-rate application.
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We contend that it did.

. Summary of Argument

o  SW BOCES did not need Letters of Agency ("LOASs") to establish its authority to file
the applications at issue here.

e  SW BOCES possessed this authority independently by virtue of the contracting
authority vested in it many vears before by the State of New York.

o  SW BOCES only requested LOAs from member districts to be safe: that is. it feared
that the SLD might condition E-rate discounts on the possession of these specific
pieces of paper — in other words. even though it did not really need LOAs, it feared
that the SLD might nevertheless require them.

o Every member district cooperated with SW BOCES by completing a LOA. Note that
this was #ot something the SWB member districts would ordinarily do. as SW
BOCES did not need L.OAs to contract on their behalf. Unfortunately, it appears that
some districts inadvertently failed to include in their LOAs the full panoply of words
necessary to describe the services for which that they had, in fact, intended SW
BOCES to apply for discounts on their behalf.

» The SLD’s decision should be reversed because SW BOCES had full and complete
authority under state law, without LOAs, to contract and thus to apply for discounts on
eChalk services.

¢ The SLD’s decision should also be reversed because each member school district
fully intended its LOA to cover eChalk services to include email services and web
hosting.

III.  Argument

The SLD concluded that SWB did not possess the necessary authority to file for
discounts on eChalk service in the Internet Access category, presumably because several
member districts failed to include the term “Internet Access™ in their LOAs. The SLD’s
conclusion is incorrect for two reasons.

First, SW BOCES did not need a letter of agency from each district to establish its
authority to file this application because it possessed this authority independently. In
1948, to save money and for other reasons. the New York State Commissioner of
Education and the Board of Regents established SW BOCES to provide shared services
to schools and school districts in its geographic region. In so doing, the State of New
York vested SW BOCES with authority to negotiate and contract for shared services on
behalf of every school district in its statutorily defined region.

Internet Access. including e-mail (eChalk} services, are among the shared services that
SW BOCES has authority to provide to its members. To provide these and other



technology services, SW BOCLS uses a subsidiary organization, the Lo
Regional Information Center (LHRIC). The mission of the LHRIC is to provide regional
leadership and to collaborate with school districts and communities to meet their
educational challenges by delivering cost-effective, high quality technology services.
The LHRIC has an annual budget of more than $25 million dollars and employs more
than 170 Information Technology professionals. [t provides a comprehensive menu of
cost effective and high quality services including: Technical services and support:
Internet access: regional Internet filtering; test scoring; data warehousing; financial and
student information systems; staff development; planning; project management; and
systems integration. ittp;//vwww. thric.org/about/index.hunl - With a budget and a staff of
this magnitude and responsibility for such a wide array of educational technology
services, it is evident that the State of New York intended to vest LHRIC's parent
organization, SW BOCES. with authority to contract for and apply for discounts on
services as technologically fundamental as Internet Access/eChalk services.

Second, even though it was clearly unnecessary, to “E-rate-proof™ itself, SW BOCES
nevertheless had each district sign an LOA authorizing the BOCES to purchase services
and apply for E-rate discounts on their behalf. (See attached LOA) The SLD argues that
the problem lies in the fact that the LOA doesn’t specifically reference “Internet Access
services as one of the categories of service that the districts authorize the BOCES to
purchase. The eChalk service falls within the Internet Access Service category. However,
the SW BOCES and the districts fully intended on purchasing services within the Internet
Access category, and it was merely a clerical error and oversight that the Internet Access
category was not included in the LOA. The SW BOCES didn’t recognize the error until
the FCDI. denial was received. SW BOCES contends that it did have an agreement in
place with its members that covered eChalk services. and that this was understood fully
by both the SW BOCES and the districts. Moreover, the fact that the component school
districts all worked cooperatively together during the procurement of eChalk services
proves conclusively that the scope of SW BOCES™ agency authority included eChalk
services.

Finally. it is important to emphasize again that the districts’ agreement with the SW
BOCES to procure [nternet Access services is consistent with their relationship to the SW
BOCES and the role the SW BOCES plays in procurement of services for it’s component
districts. This is not a situation where a consultant or new consortium leader decided to
act on behalf of a district without its knowledge or consent. Rather, it is part of the
mission and charter of the BOCES to act on behalf of the districts in procuring services
for the districts. The BOCES has played this role since it’s founding in 1948. In addition,
the BOCES and each district had multiple conversations, discussions, meetings, email
communication and other interaction prior to the filing of the Erate 2004 471 for eChalk
services and each district was well informed and supportive of the information included
on the form 471 application. To verify this statement, you will find evidence of such
cooperation and agreement in several forms in the enclosed binder.

The enclosed binder includes a section for each of the districts involved in this appeal,
and the evidence of communication, interaction, discussions and agreement between the
SW BOCES and the district to allow the SW BOCES to act on the district’s behalf in the
filing of Erate application for eChalk services. Such evidence is in the form of email
communication, calendared meetings and notes. (See attached additional correspondence)



In addition, there sis a fetter re-confirming the initial agreement that the

act on behalf of the school districts when filing Erate 2004 applications for eChalk
services and other Internet Access services. (See attached Commitment Letter) Each of
these letters verifies that the districts had full knowledge of and supported the BOCES
filing an Erate application with eChalk services on their behalf.

We are confident that the documentation supplied here will provide ample evidence that
the referenced districts and the SW BOCES had a prior agreement that the SW BOCES
would file Erate applications to procure eChalk services on behalf of the districts. We
respectfully request that you overturn the denial and restore full funding of these FRNs.

Thank you for reviewing this appeal. Please use the contact information below.

Shari Dwyer

President

E-rate Exchange, LLC
PO Box 451

Syracuse, NY 13206
Tel.) 315.422.7608
Fax) 866.283.933
sld@erateexchange.com

Sincerely.

Ms. Shari L. Dwyver.
E-rate Exchange, LLC

Shari L. Dwyer

President

CC:  Mr. James O Brien — Southern Westchester BOCES
Mr. Michael Stepkoski — Southern Westchester BOCES
Ms. Marylynn Collins — Southern Westchester BOCES
Meghan Clark — eChalk 1.LC

Enclosures: Original LOA’s. Additional Correspondence, and Commitment Letters
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Southern Westchester BOCES E-Rate Letter of A
For the Year 2004 - 2005

This 1s to confirm our school district’s participation in the Southermn Westchester BOCES E-rate
Consortium for the procurement of Internal Conrectiors. *elcco'q'nur*'ca.timc Inzellipath and
Maintenance services. [ hereby authorize Southern Weswchester BOCES 10 sub~1t FCC Form
470, FCC Form 471, and other E-razz forms 0 the Schools and Library Divis:on on behalf of the
undersisnad school diswict,

[ understand that {n submitting these forms on our tehail, you are making cerhiizations for our
school district. By stzrung this letter of agency, I make ke followirg certificanens

(2) Icertify that the schools tn our district are all schools 1nder the statutory d2finitions of
elementary and secondary schoois found in the Elemantary and Secondary Education Act of
1563, do not operate as for-profit businesses, and €5 7ot have endowrmer.:s exceeding $50

-
mi!lon.

(o) 1cerufy that the schools in our district have securec 2:¢ess to 2il of the rescurces, mcluding
compulers, trairing, software, mamnienance, and elezmcal connectons neczssary to make
effectve use o the senices purchased as weil as to czv the discounted cha.g for eligible

S5€r1ces

{2) Tcenify that the schools m our diswict are all coveres. or will be covered 21 :5¢ time funded
services are provided, by E-rats 2pproved tecrnology 2lans (unless discouns are only being
requested for bas:z local and long distance telephone service).

(d) Ieerniy that our school districtis compliant, or will B¢ zompliant 2t the L= funded services
are provided, with tne Children’s Internet Protection Azt funless discounts «-e only being
requested for telzzommunications sarvices.)

() Iceruiy that the cervizes that our school district pureiases vsing E-rate disecunts {23
descrived ip the l2w A7 US.C Szc. 254) wall be used solely for ecucationa) surposes and will
Y
not be sold, reso.d, or transferrec 1n consideration {or meney or any other iing of value

{f) 1cer:iy thatthe entities eligibis for support that | am representing have complied with all
appiicable state 2rnd local iaws regarding procuremen: of services for which icpport 18 being

sougnt.

(2) Teerddy that cur schoo disnier fas compled with 2l Z-ratz program ruies a-d [ acknowladge
that Taure to do so may resuliin demial of diszount fincing and/or canceizwon of funding
commuitments.

(h) Tuncerstand tha! tae discount level used for shared semces 15 concinonal, for future years,
upon ensuring thzt the most msaavantagec schoels anc |. raries tnat are weatad as shaning in

g

‘e semvice, recerve 2n appropniate share of the benel: rom those services.

() 1 ce*:"’v t':*a‘I am 3ut}~0fizcd ‘o sign this lertc- of agercyand, , 10 the b 3t o:".—v kpowledge,

sm:r..:;ior_ 15 trae.

1 undersiand that persons wilifully maxe false statements on E-rzte forms 01’”‘.‘3_2'1 this lester of
agency can se punished by fine or forfziture under the Commznications Act, 47 7 S.C. Sees. 502,
$03(0), o7 fine or imnnsonment under Title 18 of the Thunad Shates Code 18 L' S Sec. 1003,

Diswict: (\jBM snaturs (£, .
Date: [Q } S ! fz 0o Name: G;’;yb;j Q(ﬂ/’f”f[%’t

e Dyt g,[[j—.zzf 1;@[%%,
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Southern Westchester BOCES E-Rate Letter of Agency
Faor the Year 2004 - 2005

This is 10 confirm our school district’s patticipation in the Sowthemn Westchester BOCES E-rate
Consortiure for the procurement of Internal Connections, Telecommunications/intellipath and
Makitenance services. 1 hereby authorize Southern Westchester BOCES to submit FCC Form
470, FCC Form 471, and other E-rate forms to the Schools and Library Division on behalf of the
undersigned school district,

T understand that in submitting these forms on our betalf, you are making certifications for our
schoo! district. By signing this letter of agency, [ make the following certifications:

() 1 certify that the schools in our disirict are all schools under the statutory definitions of
elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and Secondisy Education Act of
1965, do not operate as for-profit businesses, and do not have endowments exceeding 350
milkion

(b} 1 certify that the schools in our district have secured access to all of the resources, including
computers, training, soffware, maintenance, and electrical connections necessary 1o make
effective use of the services purchased as well as to pay the discounted charges for cligible
services,

() [ certify that the schools in our district are all coversd, or will be covered at the time funded
services are provided, by E-rate approved technology plans (unless discounts are only being
requesied for basic local and long distance telephone service).

(d) 1 centify that our school district is compliant, or will be compliant at the time funded services
are provided, with the Children’s Intemet Protection Act {unless discounts are only being
requested for telecommunications services.)

{e) 1 certify that the sgrvices that our school district purhhases using E-Tate discounts (as
described in the law 47 ULS.C. Sec. 254) will be used solely for cducational purposes and witl
not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other thing of value.

t6) | cerify that the entities eligible for support that T am representing have complicd with all
applicable sute and local laws regarding procurement of services for which support is being
suught.

(g) 1 certify that our school district has complied with all E-rate program rules and f acknow!ledge

that failure To do so may result in denial of discount funding and/er cancellation of funding
commitments.

() Tunderstand that the discount level used for shared services is conditional, for future years,
upon ensuring that the most Jisadvantaged schools and libraries that are treated as sharing in
the service, receive an apprapriate share of the benefits from those services.

() 1certify that [ am authorized to sign this letier of agency and, to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief, all information provided to [name of Consortium] for E-rate
submission i5 true.

1 understand that persons willfully make falso stalernents on E-rate forrus or through this letrer of
agency can be punished by tine or forfeiture under the Communications Agt, 47 U.8.C. Secs. 502,
503(b), or fine or imprisonment under Title 18 of the United States Coge, 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001,

District; Vs &é@(& Signature: 4
Date: 27 200 Nam @5{@/ s Z._ (;Zé

Title: Y
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Southern Westchester BOCES E-Rate Letter of Agency
For the Year 2004 - 2005

— This is to confirm our school district’s participation in the Southern Westchester BOCES E-rate
Consortium for the procurement of Internal Connections, Telecommunications/Intellipath and
Maintenance services. [ hereby authorize Southern Westchester BOCES to submit FCC Form
470, FCC Form 471, and other E-rate forms to the Schools and Library Division on behalf of the
undersigned school district.

1 understand that in submitting these forrms on our behalf, you are making certifications for our
school district. By signing this letter of agency, I make the following certifications;

(a) 1 certify that the schools in our district are all schools under the statutory definitions of
elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1963, do not operate &s for-profit businesses, and do not have endowments exceeding $50
million.

(b) I certify that the scheols in our district have secured access to all of the resources, including
computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical connections necessary to make
effective use of the services purchased as well as to pay the discounted charges for eligible
services.

{c) 1certify that the schools in our district are all covered, or will be covered at the time funded
services are provided, by E-rate approved technaology plans (unless discounts are only being
requested for basic local and long distance telephone service).

(d) Icentify that our school district is compliant, or will be compliant at the time funded services
are provided, with the Children's Internet Protection Act (unless discounts are only being
requested for telecommunications services.)

(¢) Icedlify that the services that our school district purchases using E-rate discounts (as
described in the law 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254) will be used solely for educational purposes and will
not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any other thing of value.

(f) 1certify that the entities eligible for support that [ am representing have complied with all
applicable state and local laws regarding procurement of services for which support is being
sought.

(g) 1certify that our schoo! district has complied with all E-rate program rules and | acknowledge
that failure to do so may result in denial of discount funding and/or cancellation of funding
commitments.

(h) 1 understand that the discount level used for shared services is conditional, for future years,
upon ensuring that the most disadvantaged schools and libraries that are treated as sharing in
the service, receive an appropriate share of the benefits from those services.

(i) Tecertify that [ am authorized to sign this letter of agency and, to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief, all information provided to [rame of Consertium) for E-rate
submission is true.

[ understand that persons willfully make false statements on E-rate forms or through this letter of
agency can be punished by fine or forfeiture under the Communications Act, 47 U.S.C. Secs. 502,
503(b), or fine or impriscnment under Title 18 of the United States Code, 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001,

District: ED6EmonT Ursd Signature: %/M(/,/; ,
2 2
Date: n /ﬁ,y 20007  Name: /fé.é"jzf‘if ‘o
C &
Title: AcST 8wl o Btduu,ﬁ
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Southern Westchester BOCES E-Rate Letter of Age
For the Year 2004 - 2003

This is to confirm our schoo! district’s participation in the Southern Westchester BOCES E-rate
Consortjum for the procurement of Internal Connections, Telecommunications/Intellipath and
Maintenance services. I hereby authorize Southern Westchester BOCES to submit FCC Form
470, FCC Form 471, and other E-rate forms to the Schools and Library Division on behalf of the
undersigned school district.

{ understand that in submitting these forms on our behalf, you are making certifications for our
schoo! district. By signing this letter of agency, I make the following certifications:

(a) I certify that the schools in our district are all schools under the statutory definitions of
elementary and secondary schools found in the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965, do not operate as for-profit businesses, and do not have endowments exceeding $50
miilion.

{b) I certify that the schools in our district have secured access to 2l} of the resources, including
comiputers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical connections necessary to make
effective use of the services purchased as well as to pay the discounted charges for eligible
services.

(c) 1certify that the schools in our district are all covered, or will be covered at the time funded
services are provided, by E-rate approved technology plans (unless discounts are only being
requested for basic local and long distance telephone service).

(d) 1 certify that our school district is compliant, or will be compliant at the time funded services
are provided, with the Children’s Internet Protection Act (unless discounts are only being
requested for telecommunications services.)

() 1certify that the services that our school district purchases using E-rate discounts (as
described in the law 47 U S.C. Sec. 254) will be used solely for educational purposes and will
not be sold, resold, or ransferred in consideration for money or any other thing of value.

(f) T certify that the entities eligible for support that I am representing have complied with all
applicable state and local laws regarding procurement of services for which support is being
sought.

(g) I certify that our school district has complied with all E-rate program rules and I acknowledge
that faijure to do so may result in demual of discount funding and/or cancellation of funding
comumitments.

{h} I understand that the discount leve! used for shared services is conditional, for future years,
upon ensuring that the most disadvantaged schools and libraries that are treated as sharng in
the service, recerve an appropriate share of the benefits from those services.

(i) 1 certify that I am authorized to sign this letter of agency and, to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief, all information provided to [name of Consortium] for E-rate
submission is wue,

I understand that persons willfully make false statemients on E-rate forms or through this letter of
agency can be punished by fine or forfeiture under the Communicahons Act, 47 U.5.C. Secs. 502,
503(b), or fine or imprisonment under Title )8 of the United States Code, 18 U.S.C. Sec. 1001

¢

/ s 7
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Dastrict: 6&1‘{‘ 1 R0 UJFSD Signakure:

Date: [Q}//,Q, 200__2)__ Name: Me L Mw@q
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Southern Westchester BOCES E-Rate Lecter of Agency
For the Year 2004 - 2005

This is to confirm our school district’s participation in the Southera Westchester BOCES E-rate
Consortium for the procurement of Internal Connections, Talecommunications/Intellipath and
Maimenance setvices. I hereby authorize Seuthern Westchester BOCES to submit FCC Form
470, FCC Form 471, and other E-rate forms to the Schools and Library Division on behalf of the
undersigned school district.

I undarstand that in submitting these forms on our behalf, you are making certifications for our
school district. By signing this letrer of agency, I make the following certificaticns:

(a) I centify that the schools in our district are all schools under the statutory definttions of
elemtentary and secondary schools found in the Elemeuntary and Secondary Education Act of
1665, do not operate as for-profit businesses, and do not have endowments exceeding $50
million.

®

—

I certify that the schools in our district have secured secess to all of the resources, including
computers, training, software, maintenance, and electrical connectians necessary to make
effective uge of the sarvices purchased as well as to pay the discounted charges for eligible
services.

(c) I certify that the schools in our district are all covered, or will be covered at the time funded
services are provided, by E-rats approved technology plans (unless discounts are only being
requested for basic local and long distance teiephoue service).

(d) I certify that our school district is compliant, or will bz compliant at the time funded services
are provided, with the Children's Intermnet Protection Act (unless discounts are only being
requested for telecommunications services )

{e) 1 certify that the services that our school district purchases using E-rate disccuats (as
described in the law 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254) will be used solely for educationa! purposes and will
not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or apy cther taing of value.

(6) 1 certify that the entities eligible for support that T am representing have cormpited with all
applicable state and local laws regarding procurement of services for which support is bewng

sought.

() I certify that our school district has complied with all E-rate program rules and [ acknowledge
that failure to do so may result in denial of discount Anding and/or cancellazion of funding
commitiments,

(h) 1 understand that the discount level used for shared services is conditional, for future years,
upon ensuring that the most disadvantaged schools ard libraries that are treated as sharing in
the service, recetve an appropriate share of the benefits from those services.

(D 1 certify that I amn authorized to sign this letter of agency and, to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief, all information provided to [name of Cansortium] for E-rate
submission 1s true,

I understand that persons willfully make false statements on E-rate forms or &rough this lewter of
agency can be punished by fine or forfeiture under the Communications Act, 47 (J.S$.C Sees. 50z,
503(b), or fine or imprisonment under Title 18 of the Uzrted States Code, 13 U.S.C. Sec. 1001

/7’}:-, ens Tﬁww— ) )
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